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SUBJECT: Comments on Draft CALt’7:,’D Water Quality Peogram Composes� Repot�

Wc have previously provided �ormnent~ to you on sen’to of the draft: dmpters flint am included in this
report. M~y of our cements have b~n addressed in tiffs re~ite, Following are a few additional
comments for your ¢o~sideration.

1. On Page 2-2, there is a listing ofwater quali~y issue. The Sacramento ~ver should be included as a
source ufp¢~tiuides entering ~� Dell,

2. On Page 3-3, ~ere i~ a statemem that pesticid~ are r~ely detected in Deha water samples. This
statement is not true. A varie~ of~sti~ides ~e routinely de,coted in Delta waters. Some ~sticides
are present at a fr~ueney, dumtlnn and magnitude thg could be expected to cause adverse impacts
to some loc~ aquatic species.

3. Beginning on Page 3-12, ~here is a discus~io~ ufmunlttni-~ p~og~~ns. There is no mention ot’the
monitoring conduet~ by the Regional Board. Since 1984, file Regional ~oard has conducted
comprehensive monitoring prog~s on selenium, pesticides, metals and toxici~.

4. On Page 64, there is a discussion on wa~tewater discharges. This ~ex-~km ne~ds In ~ rewrites. ~c
rel~renee to the l~and Surface Water PI~ is ~ong. Also, the NPDES progrmaa does not regulate
discharges ~om ho~e boats.

5, On Page 7-10, there is m~ action to reduce toxicity from agfieul~ml pesticides. There should be
another bullet under"me$od" that calls for suppofling development and testing m~agement
practices to reduce ~stioide dlaeh~gc~. The "indicator of" success" section should be mvi~ed.
hnproved suwival of test org~sms in three species to~ci~ bioassays may be an appropriate interim
goa!, However, there are other chronic indicators, such ~ reproduction and b, omh, that need to ~
considered. A numerical goal needs to be established for di~non m~d chlo~yrilbs to provide             ~ -
p~tection for the entire aquatic ~mmunky. Table 3A includes numerical targas for these two
pesticides. ’l’hcs¢ target values should be us~ as indloators of success or flaero should be m~o~er
bullet add~ to "meth~" that calls for development of appropriate numerical goals. Targets listed in
this table are used ~ indicators of success for other p~neters.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, pl~e call me at 255-3093. Leslie Orober, o£our
agricultural regulatory mtit has also t’o¢i~cd the dra~ component rcpo~ ~d his comments arc being
ttansmitt~ sep~’ately.
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